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HT RRARY ORGANS Criticism Is Mutual * 
i Li ‘ Often to the amusement of 


ie als who have been criticized|the writers’ union of the Rus-, : 


“" *Mir, the favorite of the libs: and Oktyabr, which causa con- | 


_ by Vsevolod Kochetov, the nov-: 
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| Moscow's — intelligenisia, the 
SCORED {N SOVIE ‘ back pages of both journals en- 
‘gage in a spirited attack on, 


a RR “seach oe This is ee ou 
: ' ‘through criticisms of works 
Conservative and Liberal sn2t "have appeared in’ the 


Journals Criticized" 
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wi other's journal or rebuttals to 


i 

b ; "+ that criticism, as, 
i ' In the past month, however, | ; 
| Special to The New York Times Novy Mir had been singled out 
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MOSCOW, April 5—The head Py Pravda, the eerie par - 

; ; , ty newspaper, and Literature, 
of the Moscow branch of phe. aya Gazeta, the paper of the, 
Sovict writers union has national writers’ union, for its 
called for an end to the bitter nonconformist articles, creating, ©... '. 
dispute between leading con- apprenhension in some circles! "2 | 
‘servative and liberal journals,|that a crackdown was immi-, 


In context, the appeal made|ent. | 


at Mile Mr. Mikhalkov’s remarks were: 
by Sergei Mikhalkov amounted). marized by Literaturnaya’ 


to a concession to Sovict liber- Rossiya, a literary -weekly of) 


often in the last year for not/sian Republic, largest in the; 
living up to the demands of Soviet Union. . . a 
fast April’s Central Committee He said that there remain, 


meeting, which called for ey BAe ae a aera Ae 
tougher ideological line. = ing all critical forces on a prins': 
. Mr, Mikhalkov, addressing @ cipled basis—without group in~'. 
meeting that" re-elected him-trigues, group interests and ° 
first. secretary, of the, Moscow! nassions.” pe eee 
branch, leveled eqhal-‘eriticism;” “Equally unacceptable to us," 
at ron noe ae publics: ie said, “is the appearance of, 
ee ea cela tae : wee “\partisan bias in the critical sec-; 
’ VY tions of the journals Navy Mir; 
erals, Perdis ' Hae 
This is believed to be then minds 2 readers pe 
first time that Olstyabr, edited” . Dre apt ae 
. Two Novels” 


“A recent novel sia Novy “Mir 
‘that told about;Sta@inist-wbusés, 
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‘on the liberal intelléctuals, 
‘Jaws of the “Locust: received, 
‘equal criticism from Mri‘Miithal 
% | kov. oa 
Oktyabr is an organ of the: 
union of -writers of the Rus-; 
sian Republic and Novy Mir of 
the writers’ union of the entire! 
‘Soviet Union. es 
| Oktyabr’s circulation is 155,- 
800 and the journal is generally} 
§ iregarded as opposed to avant- 
garde tendencics in Soviet 
literature and to Western in- 
fluences. - - 
Novy Mir, edited by Alck- 
sandr Tvardovsky, the poct, has 
a circulation of 123-700, ,and 
has been the sponsor.of sevéral 
controversial writers, including 
Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn.’ 
The equal criticism given| - 
te ee *, ae eumels indicated the Be 
ae : ability of conservatives, who 
Sex aeMictiog are said to dominate the party 
& _, Headership, to take decisive ac 
jtion against the liberals, who 
‘clist, has been criticized by a/ apparently still have supporters 
member of the Soviet esatblish-[in high places. . ade. | 
ment since 1965 when both Ok-| _ It also shows the Icadership’s) 
tyabr and Novy Mir received) desire not to further antagonize 
equal slaps ‘on tho wrist for intellectuals who have been un- 
thelt diametrically. opposed} happy with trials of writers and 
views. -. tis cots :--p.| dissenters and have been un- 
t ere aes 
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